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REMARKS 

This is intended as a full and complete response to the Office Action mailed July 10, 
2006, having a shortened statutory period for response set to expire on October 10, 2006. Please 
reconsider the claims pending in the application for reasons discussed below. 

Claims 1-9 remain pending in the application and are shown above. Claims 10-25 were 
previously cancelled by Applicant. Applicant has added new claims 26-36. Claims 1-9 stand 
rejected, and claim 9 is currently amended. Reconsideration of the rejected claims and 
consideration of the new claims is requested for reasons presented below. 

Claims 1-2 and 7-9 stand rejected under 35 USC § 102(b) as anticipated by Nelson (U.S. 
Patent Number 4,466,637. Claims 3-6 stand rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as unpatentable 
over Nelson in view of Tallman (U.S. Patent Number 5,205,586). 

As Applicant's attorney Kyla D. Cummings discussed with the Examiner by telephone on 
October 6, 2006, Applicant respectfully traverses these rejections because Nelson does not teach, 
show, or suggest "a first drive shaft operably connected to said motor, said first drive shaft 
having first and second end portions, said first end portion being affixed to said first cross 
member and said second end portion being affixed to said second cross member ," as recited in 
claims 1-9. The Examiner uses the cross-driven shaft 22 of Nelson to designate the first and 
second cross members, the motor 36 to designate the motor, the shaft gear reduction 26 to 
designate the first drive shaft, and the output shaft 38 to designate the second drive shaft. As is 
clearly shown in Figures 1 and 3, the first end portion of the shaft gear reduction 26 is not 
"affixed to" any portion of the cross-driven shaft 22 of Nelson, and the second end portion of the 
output shaft 38 is not "affixed to" any portion of the cross-driven shaft. Also, with respect to 
claims 4-6 particularly, Tallman also does not teach, show, or suggest this element (among other 
elements) of claims 4-6. Therefore, because Nelson alone or in combination with Tallman does 
not teach, show, or suggest each and every element of claim 1, Nelson cannot anticipate (and 
Nelson in combination with Tallman cannot render obvious) claim 1 and its dependent claims. 
Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests removal of the rejections to claim 1 and its 
dependent claims 2-9. 

Because claim 8 depends from claim 1, Applicant respectfully submits that claim 8 is 
allowable for at least the same reasons as claim 1 is allowable. Additionally, Applicant submits 
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that claim 8 is further allowable over Nelson because Nelson does not teach, show, or suggest "a 
housing, said motor, said second drive shaft and said at least one gear being disposed within said 
housing, and at least a portion of said first drive shaft being disposed within said housing," as 
recited in claim 8. 

The Examiner does not mention which specific element of Nelson is used to designate the 
housing recited in claim 8. Applicant deduces that the only Nelson elements which could 
possibly represent the "housing" of claim 1 are the drive motor housing 30 or the gear reduction 
assembly 24 housing. Claim 1 recites "at least one gear operably connecting said second drive 
shaft to said first drive shaft," "said at least one gear being disposed within said housing." The 
Examiner uses the gear within the gear reduction assembly 24 to represent the at least one gear 
of claim 8. If the drive motor housing 30 of Nelson is used as the housing of claim 1, the gear 
reduction assembly 24 which the Examiner utilizes as the at least one gear is not disposed within 
the housing 30; therefore, Nelson does not teach, show, or suggest each and every element of 
claim 8 when the drive motor housing 30 is utilized as the "housing" of claim 1 because Nelson 
does not teach, show or suggest "a housing, said motor, said second drive shaft and said at least 
one gear being disposed within said housing, and at least a portion of said first drive shaft being 
disposed within said housing," as recited in claim 8. 

If the gear reduction assembly 24 housing is used as the "housing" of claim 8, each and 
every element of claim 8 is still not taught by Nelson. First, the output shaft 38 (utilized as the 
second drive shaft by the Examiner) is not disposed within the housing of the gear reduction 
assembly 24, as is in claim 8. Second, the motor 36 is not disposed within the housing of the 
gear reduction assembly 24, as in claim 8. Thus, Nelson does not teach, show, or suggest each 
and every element of claim 8 when the housing of the gear reduction assembly 24 is utilized as 
the "housing" of claim 1 because Nelson does not teach, show or suggest "a housing, said motor, 
said second drive shaft and said at least one gear being disposed within said housing, and at least 
a portion of said first drive shaft being disposed within said housing," as recited in claim 8. 

Applicant adds new claims 26-36. Because claims 26-36 depend from claim 1, Applicant 
respectfully submits that claims 26-36 are allowable for at least the same reasons that claim 1 is 
allowable. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests allowance of claims 26-36. 

The secondary references made of record are noted. However, it is believed that the 
secondary references are no more pertinent to the Applicant's disclosure than the primary 
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references cited in the Office Action. Therefore, Applicant believes that a detailed discussion of 
the secondary references is not necessary for a full and complete response to this Office Action. 

In conclusion, the references cited by the Examiner, alone or in combination, do not 
teach, show, or suggest the invention as claimed. Having addressed all issues set out in the 
Office Action, Applicant respectfully submits that the claims are in condition for allowance and 
respectfully requests allowance of the claims. Applicant requests that the Examiner call 
Applicant's representative at the phone number below to discuss any issues with this Response 
or any questions she may have relating to this Response in order to expedite allowance of the 
claims. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Registration No. 50,682 
Speed Law Firm 
111 Center Street, Suite 1200 
Little Rock, AR 72201 
Telephone: (501)219-2800 
Facsimile: (501)219-2879 
Attorney for Applicant 
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